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October 41, 2003

Chalrman Mlehae! K. Powel)

Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaal Powall,

| am writing to velce my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
cohsuimer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for (nnovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, eompetitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlists
what new products they can create. This will resuit n products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could result in me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will hot pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislonh. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Clrineo
202 11th Avenue
Plne HIli, NJ 08021
USA



Page 1 of 1 953558 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099

October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NHU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am vriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

The market must be competitive, with the ability to deliver products that meet
the consumers nesds and vants. Ve've already seen how hard the entertainment
industry has lobbied against nov evervday technologies such as the cassette tape,
VCRs., Digital Video Recorders such as TiVo. These technologies were all hailed as
the end of Hollywood., the end of the theaters., etc. None of thess innovative
technologies would have been alloved to improve the lives of the consumer as they
have done. Ve would not be able to watch DVDs at home. time-shift and space shift
TV and music. Instead. we would be prisoners to their business models, and their
short-sighted claptrapp which called the VCR the "boston-strangler."

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat newv products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually not make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more foxr
devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broasdcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely.

Aaron Hickmann

4873 Excelente Dr
Voodland Hills, CA 91364
UsSa
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October 114, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Pawell

Federal Communlications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, B.C. 20564

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, eompetitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted in manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for inferior functionsiity.

If the FCC Issues s broadcast flag mandate,.l would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV.capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that |imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltai televislon. Thank you for your time.,

Sincerely,

Michael Knlerlemen
2800 Forestview Dr
Carpentersville, IL 80110
USA
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Octobar 11, 2003

Chalrman Michae! K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae!l Poweall,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital tefevision. As &
consumer and citlzen, [ feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, censumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
custorners. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they ean create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers (ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belhg charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment Ih DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Piease do not mandate
broadeast fiag tachnology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Slncerely,

Michaal Roy

4828 Slayden Rd. NE
Tacoma, WA 98422
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powall

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digital talevision. As a
consumer anhd cltizen, i feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consurner rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer glectronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV.reception equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltat televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Timothy Kendall

73353 Winthrop Way
Downers Grove, I, 80516
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” tachnology for digital television. As 8
consumer anhd cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for conguimer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing mavie studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will resuit In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be fess [lkely to make an Investment In DTV.capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wiil not pay more for davices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do hot mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rob Pugh

622 N Howard St Apt 204
Alexandria, VA 22304
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitat television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for convumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto featires of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dale Felker

1 B Valley Circle
Charlottesville, VA 22503
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
telewision, As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation, cansumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V.capable ’
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank yeu for your time.

Sincerely,

Kewvin Luck

911 S Jefferson Ave
Apt6

Springfield, MO 65806
USA
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October 11. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Comnission
445 12th Street, NU

Washington, D.C. 205G4

Daar Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice mny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
vato features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want., and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadecast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Robert Berger

15550 Wildeat Ridge
Saratoga, CA 95070
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HNW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust., competitive market for consumsr electronics nust be rocoted in
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functicnality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

John Amaral

27 E Foster St
Melrose, HA 02176
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michaet K. Fowell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20854

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digltal televislon. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, censumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consuimers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Matt Shoemaker

2335 Bramblewsod Ct.
Waukesha, WI 53188
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chainman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and ciizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Jonathon Lee

5511 North Benedict
Fresno, CA 93711
USA
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Qetober 11, 2003

Chaitimen Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Waghington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and eitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios fo tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues & broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Chrigtopher Tuttle
8186 Regents Rd. #201
San Diego, CA 92122
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington., D.C, 205G4

Dear Michael Powell.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
mnanufacturers' ability to lnnovate for their customers. Allowving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functicnality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Christopher Granade
PO Box 751617
Fairbanks, AK 99775
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Miehael Powell,

| am writing to volee my oppesition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pelley would be bad for Innevation, eensumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create. This will result In preducta that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actuglly want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less iikely to make an Ihvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Benson
1463 Manor Way
Freeland, WA 98249
USA
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October 44, 2003

Chalrmzn Michael K. Powell

Federal Communleations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volea my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
custamers, Allowing movie studios to vete features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers [lke me
actually want, and 1 could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty,

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that lImit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Piease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Slincerely,

Michael Pasgser

8962 East 54th Streat
Raytown, MO 84133
USA
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Qoctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20354

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCCe-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technolopy for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactyrers' ability to innovate for their customers, Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can

create, This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, ] would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTVacapable receivers and other

equipment. T will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rob knauerhage

4826 SW Corbett Ave. #108
Portland, OR 97239

USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studior to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
cherged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues & broadeast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Richard Shaw

112 South Lafayette Street
Denver, CO 8G209

UsA



Page 1 of 1 6:21:58 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 -

October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their eustomers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. Thiz will result in products that den't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functonality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dan Liebgold

2620 Arizona Ave.

Santa Monica, CA 50404
usa
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Octaber 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Pawall

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a

eohsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innevatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowihg mevie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technolaglsts
what hew products they can ¢reate. This will result In products that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technolegy for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Tyler Jenklns

7070 la jean

8yron Center, M| 49315
Usa
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October 11. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michasl Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag"” technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing nmovie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what newv products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank yvou for vour timne.

Sincerely,

David Mahida

7 Scyamore Way
Warren, HJ 07059
USa
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michae! K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commisalon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As 2
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create, This wlll resuit In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result Ih me belhg charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank yeu for your time.

Sincerely,

Max Rible

234 N Murphy Ave.
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powel!

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such 4 policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customners. Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studles to teli technologlists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and it could resuit In me belng charged mora meney for Inferlor functionaiity.

It the FCC lssuas a broadceast flag mandate, | would actually be less lIkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Andrew Lansford
634 E. Norman Ave
Arcadla, CA 91008
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Hichael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NV
Washington., D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC~mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics nust be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability toc innovate for their customers. Allowving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tine.

Sincerely,

Kimberlee Chestnut Chang
21 Medford St.

Medford., MA 02155

USA




